Nieburg's article "Uses of Violence" presents several arguments and perspectives on the role of violence and the threat of violence in conflict resolution and the functioning of democratic systems. Here are some thoughts on the key arguments presented:

1. **The Role of Violence in Conflict Resolution:** Nieburg argues that both the threat of violence and actual instances of violence are essential elements in conflict resolution, not only on an international scale but also within national communities. He suggests that the credibility of the threat of violence can induce flexibility and stability in democratic institutions and can facilitate peaceful social change. This perspective highlights the idea that the possibility of violence can be a motivator for negotiations and compromise.

2. **Private and State Violence:** The article distinguishes between state-sanctioned violence (such as police power and self-defense) and private individual or group violence. Nieburg suggests that both forms of violence play a role in maintaining social order and preventing complete totalitarian repression by the state. This argument raises questions about the balance between individual rights and state control, particularly in democratic systems.

3. **Democratic Systems and Right to Bear Arms:** The article references the Second Amendment and the private right to keep and bear arms in the United States as an example of how democratic systems acknowledge the potential for private groups to use violence as a form of self-defense or organized action. This argument highlights the unique role of the Second Amendment in American democracy and the ongoing debate about gun rights.

4. **Civil Rights Movement and Demonstrations:** The article discusses the historical context of the Civil Rights Movement in the United States, where African Americans sought to register to vote and protest injustices. Nieburg suggests that the effectiveness of these actions increased as African Americans demonstrated their capability for social action and organized demonstrations. This argument reflects on the power of resistance and its ability to influence change in a democratic society.

Overall, Nieburg's article presents a complex view of violence in democratic societies, highlighting its potential roles in conflict resolution, the balance between individual and state violence, and the dynamics of social change. The arguments in the article provoke critical thinking about the relationship between violence, democracy, and social progress.
